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I'part of San Martin, just south of Morgan Hill, Through :
akcre after acte of farmland has been converted to housing. I
ning now in the South Bay is what those older than me
-"‘e, ‘Santa’ Clara, East Side and South San Jose:the- =
used to be called the “Valley of Heart’s Dehght” by poor 1

I was born and £
-my short life T'v

-ap attempt at mcenng this area’s housxng ancl _]Ob necds

I commend the:é v
by planning sof _than' just tract-homes and strip malls. However, the Coyote '
- Valley Spec:ﬁc wic a-little 100 late. It is nearsighted and will mean the Joss of -
the la.st undcvel fthe Santa Clara Valley floor: In the preceding decades we-

k0. wall with low density housing. The farming and wildlife -
its early days have disappeared from most places. Butin
i$pe.row crops butting up-against the foothills of the Santa

1 see a4 deer crossing a country road, and buy cherries from.a -
éome of us have, you can see Tule Elk grazmg on the in the '
Ver a valley that was once their home. '

road-side fruit s1
Diablo Range; Iot

Here’s sorﬁe A‘ii',nf' '.]:hbpc you folks will consider before b.ulidozing the pl'ace. ’

" The Need to P

. Fanmland near # a:eas is often the most productive (Daniels 1997), mostly
becanse America ie5'were founded near productive agricultural centers. The

American Farni ad some ifiteresting statistics to share regarding. this issue.

Roughly one.| jon’s prime farmland exists ‘within metropolitan counties or
in adjacent coug also threatened by urbanization. Each decade, we lose more
‘prime land at 4'f v the prévious decade, “We lost farm and ranch land 51

percent faster in
at-a faster: rate( (¢
limiting factors;
-undesirable top¢
An analys
serious risk-of Io§
quarter of total:
So.what:
the highest raie,
Harlin). At the:: s 3
obtam greater

: p' in the 1980s” (AFT 2007). Prime Farmland is converted:
an Other agricultural Jand that has a greater pumber of
water rcsources, low-quality chemical - composmon, or

found that while only 10% of metropohtan counties were at '
i to urbanization, “these counties accounted for almost a .
aral Sales,” (Green and Harlin 1995)
mauon the most logical tand to grow food on is convened at
re is pushcd onto marginal Jand in the Axid West (Green,
0 ﬂvauon is intensified on the prime farmland that remains to
,ds (Imhoff et al 1997) The general pubhc is aware of the. -






" and silent at nig]

thing the 101 freeway in Coyote Valley (USFW Servxce

ts from De Anza college have gathered data that proves

a eorridor, despite the barriers that wildlife face. There is

ned from local farmers that the cropland in Coyote Valley .

thie Westérn side of Coyote Valley. The area is mostly dark -
-portion of animal rmgranon might occur. By replacing

ficial farmland habitat in Coyote Valley with thé high- .

has been. used by.

the benign; perh . .
. density 70,0001 pinent proposed by the Coyote Valley Specific Plan, we w1ll '

be adding more;’ -traffic, more physical obstacles in the forms of buildings
'zind roads, arid what is even now a viable wildlife comdor between WO .

Plan/Natural Communities Conservatlon Plan for the
¥ under preparation. The plan will contain valuable .
s what any possible development in Coyote Valley will look
amly be in effect long before construction begins, yet San
pt Coyote Valley and hold it to a lower environmental .
#edpiires of the rest of the County. San Jose City Council and
ise the HCP/NCCP as a precursor to any development. .

. C.,oyote Vﬂlex
‘informatio'n t'ha‘

ports are released.

gal and the Natural Environment is Popular A

_lecai implications of losing farmland near metropohtan :
in be expanded on 10 a much larger degree than has been

attiral communities exijst in a landscape that is dominated by
on.does not think so, as demonstrated in the landmark.pap'er,-
- al Farmland Protection Programs, by Owen I Furseth. A

centers are ex &)

done here. Can ¥
- pavemenit? The ave

" Public Attitudes 1§

researchex base(t% e1 rsity of California in San Diego, Furseth has long stuched
. urbanization. pr ntand in San.Diego County. This particulat study was
conducted in- M ~Eounty, North Carolina, which is a county that has snrmlar o

went trends to those of Santa Clara and San Diego Counties
kxcome high farmland conversion rates (32,873 acres
heriod) and a local agricultural economy that is steadily- .
ténsification of land use practwes Of 850 adults intérviewed, :
mportant to preserve the existing farmland in Mecklenburg
creént of respondents were willing to pay higher taxes 1o do.
ally, protecnng Coyote Valley is prudent. =~ -

demograptuc_:sﬁ:,
These include |
converted in & tw
increasing in vah
70.9% respond
County. Furthe

tp projects in the rest of the City
 San Jose that are dying, and the city owes East Slde San
open space. The new San Jose City Hall was built with

.money while community centers and hospitals have
er treatment plant, more public transportation, and a variety
'doubt that the Dahlin Group and other developcrs will foot

_closed. We ned&:-
of other servnces-,

the development of the Coyote Valley Spemﬁc Plan should o



fey, as has been stated before. Developing this area prior to

the 'entire.bi,l.l for ¢ as be )
¥s urban limits:is. shortchanging those who already live here.

' redeveloping withifi

inbers and others have stated that redeveloping North 1st
feas will not be enough to meet our housing goals. That is
eloping Coyote Valley before redeveloping these areas.

city with high density; walkable neighborhoods, & good

; "a_nd adequate parks in every part of the existing city, any

Many times, City
_Street, downtow
' no excuse. to pros

*Conclusion
o CVSP must in.cl“ iﬁfe wildlife corﬁdor system that will allow for movement of
_ everything from ¥ frogs to Tule E}k from one side of the valley to another. ‘
CVSP must inchui ‘tuffer that extends 500 feet from Coyote and Fisher

the Laguna Seca Wetlands. :

Y ﬁhé‘job‘s to housing irig’gers that were discussed at the June '
ing. Funding must be in place for Caltrans, Lightrail and bus
re building begins '

. CVSP must be p
26, 2007 City Coi

tigation ratio for presexving farmland. And no, that doesn't

hose greenhouses in the “Greenbelt” area south Coyote

ton. For every: acre of prime faomland destroyed, we peed to

ad'in Santd Clara County back into production. If this is too

put one acre of: 41y
jsecific Plan is too costly.

costly, the CQ,Y

\ 400 acres for serpentine habitat mitigation. Over 100,000
ease the pitrogen load in these areas to dangerous levels.

I'm sure you: folk &y 5o I'll eave it at this: Coyote Valley holds all the vestiges of

-Santa Clara Cousith; Destroying it to satisfy a momentary need for more housing is
~ not oply stupid n criminal. It is the responsibility of our city governmept to

meet our future is‘through infill development within the boundaries of what’s

-already developé

- ’ kyour responsibility to all citizens of San Jose, 1o my future
children, and to: : '

s who will live here after we are all dust.



